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of the ontological argument by Kant, there are still not
a few post-Kantian philosophers who have again resumed
it. And we arc to-day just as far or perhaps even further
from an understanding of the pairs of opposites—-idealism :
realism, spiritualism: materialism, and all the subsidiary
questions involved therein—than were the men of the
early Middle Ages, who at least had a common world-
philosophy*
In favour of the ontological proof there is surely no
logical argument that appeals to the modern intellect
The ontological argument in itself had really nothing to
do with logic, but in the form in which Anselm bequeathed
it to history there arises a supplementary mteilectuallzed
or rationalized psychological fact* which, naturally, with-
out petitio principii or other sophistries could never have
occurred. But it is just in this that the unassailable validity
of the argument reveals itself; namely, that it exists, and
that the consensus gentium proves it to be universally
existing. It is the fact that has to be reckoned with,
not the sophistry of its proof; for the impotence of the
ontological argument consists simply and solely in this:
that it will argue logically, while in reality it is much
more than a purely logical proof, For the real issue is
a psychological fact whose occurrence and effectiveness
are so overwhelmingly clear that no sort of argumentation
is needed, The consensus gentium proves that, in the
statement "God zs9 because he is thought", Anselm is
right It is an obvious truth, indeed nothing but a state-
ment of identity. The 'logical' argumentation about it
is quite superfluous, and is moreover wrong, inasmuch
as Anselm wished to establish his idea of God as a
concrete reality, He says: " Existit ergo procul dubio
aliquid, quo majus cogitari non volet, et in intellectu et
in re," Beyond all doubt there exists something than
which nothing greater can be thought, and moreover it

